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I. INTRODUCTION 

In respoatc to the Office Aetion dated July 29, 2004, please consider the following rctnarlcs. 
Claims 1-18 remain in the application. Hntiy of these amendments, and re-consideration of the 
application, as amended, is requested. 

n. STATUS OF CLAIMS 

Claims 1-18 are pending in the application. 

In paragraphs (3)- (4) of the Office Action, claims 1» 4-6, B, 11, 12, and 15-17 were rejected 
under 35 U.S-C. §l02(e) as being anticipated by Eyer et al., U.S. Patent No. {»,40l,242 (Eyer). 

In paxagtaph (S) of the Office Acdoo, claims 1 » 8» and 12 wetc rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
§1 02(e) as being anticipated by Arsenault er al., U.S. Patent No. 6.658.661 (Arsenault). and these 
rejections are being appealed. 

In paragraphs (6) -(7) of the Office Action, claims 3, 7» 10, 14» and 18 were rejected under 35 
U.S.C. §l03{a) as being unpatentable over Eyer. 

In paragraph (8) of the Office Action, claims 2, 9, and 13 were rejected iinder 35 U.S.C. 
§103(a) as being unpatentable over Eyer in view of Bennington et al., U.S. Parent No. 6,418,556 
(Bennington). 

III. ISSUES PRESENTED FOR REVIEW 

\X7hether claims 1, 4-6, 8, 1 1, 12, and 15-17 ate patentable under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) over U.S. 
Patent No. 6,401,242, issued to Eyer et al. (hereinafter, the Eyer reference) and U.S. Patent No. 
6,658,661 , iaaued to Arsenault et al. (hereinafter, die Arsenault reference). 

Whether claims 2-3, 7, 9-10. 13-14, and 18 arc patentable under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Eyer 
in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,418,556, issued to Bennington et al. (hereinafter^ die Bennington 
reference). 

IV. GROUPING or Cl-AIMS 

'ihe rejected claims do not BtAnd or fall together. Hach claim ifi independently patentable. 
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Sepaiate aigumcnts for the patentability of each claim are provided below. 

V. ARGUMENTS 

A. Hie Independent Claims Ate Patentable Over The Ptiot Art 

1. The Eyer Reference 

Interactive Program Guide (IPG) data for television is delivered to integrated receiver- 
decoders (IRDs) in a decoder population via, for example, a satellite network. The IPG data 
provides scheduling information for global and local programming services which are carried via the 
satellite network as wcU as another network such as a CATV network or a terrestrial broadcast 
network- Each IRD is assigned to an IPG region using unit addressing. At the IRD, IPG data is 
filtered so that only the global data and the region-specific data for the IRD's IPG region io retained 
fliid proca««£d by the IRD. Channel map data u also delivered to the IRX^s so diat bundles of IRD 
data can be filtered out using firmware filtering to discard program sources that are not present in 
die channel map. The IRD data which is retained after filtering is used to ptovide scheduling 
information via an on-screen display. A preferred source may be designated when there arc 
duplicative channels on the different networks. 

2. The Arsensault Reference 

In a broadcast system such as a dircct-to-home satellite system, program guide information 
for different time periods ia txwnnmittcd on different caroioaela (e.g., one for 0-6 hout«i from current 
time, one for 6-24 hours, one for 24-72 hours, etc.) and broadcast on all transponders. Guide 
information for time periods in die near fiiture is transmitted more frequently (i.e., less information 
per carousel) tlian guide infomution for later time pedods. The receiving IRD sets a bit mask to 
indicate which carousel or carousels it requires and dowtUoads them in serial or parallel. Updated 
information is never missed because it is given a bit pattern that is never screened by the mask. 
' Further, the IRD can download the program guide information in die background (i.e., while 
d^iplaying video) because it does not need to tune to a different transponder. 
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3. The Bcnoiagton Refeceace 

An dcctroiwc program schedule aystcm which mclu4ea a receiver for receiving htoadcaet, 
satellite or cablecafit television programs for a plurality of television channels and a tuner for tuning 
a television leceivet to a selected one of the plurality of channeb. A data processor receives and 
scores in a raemory television program schedule infonnarion for a plurality of television programs to 
appear on the plurality of television channels. A user control apparatus, such as a remote controller, 
is utilized by a viewer to choose user control commands and transmit signals in response to the data 
processor which receives the signals in response to user control commands. A television receiver is 
used to display the television programs and television progranj schedule information. A video 
display generator receives video control commands from the data processor and program schedule 
informatioo from the memory and dtaplaya a portion of the progrRtn dchedule information in 
overlaying relationship with a television program appearing on a television channel in at least one 
mode of operation of the television programming guide, 'i'he data processor controls the video 
display genuratot with video control conunands, issued in response to the user control commands, 
to display program schedule information for any chosen one of the plurality of television programs 
in overlaying relationship with at least one television program then appearing on any chosen one of 
the plurality of channels on the television receiver, 

4. Independent Claims 1, 8» and 12 arc Patentable Over the Eycr Reference 

The Firet Office* Action rejected cUima 1. 4-6. 8, 1 1, 12. and lS-17 xmder 35 U.S.C. §l02(e) 

as being anticipated by liycr ct al., U.S. Patent No. 6,401.242 (Eyer), The Applicants respectfoliy 

traversed this rejection, and the Final Office Action maintained this rejection, 

With Respyeci to Claims 1 > 8. and 1 2 : Claim 1 recites the seep of: 

mHvinji a first pro^m guide information at the receiver station, the first pro^tmi guide ijiformation 
CQ/TJprisittg a defauit transmitting mtworM identifier valm uniqwfy identi^rtg the sendee mfuwk 
transmitting the first prcgran? guide information; 

The First Office Action ai^?;ued that the Eyer reference discloses the step of receiving a first 
progisim guide information comprising a default tmnimitting network identifier value uni<)u^ty 
identifying the service network follows: 

-n- 
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lJ>itixag the IPG data into system RAM 550 is controlled by n memory msoager 348 coupled to the 
microprocessor 170. The memory manager 348 will address the RAM 350 in a conventional manner to store 
the IPG data for subse<tuent retrievaJ by the microprocessor 170 and display on a moniior 103 or the lilse 
coupled to the video display generator 190. Selection of particular time slors or scheduling infocmacion is made 
via a user interface 172. Tor example, a user may re^jiieat to tee scheduling information for a fUnirc time 
period, or detailed information regarding a particular program. The user inieiface 172 can compiiso an infrared 
remote control receiver coupled to input instructions to micmptocefifior 170 in a well known manner (coL 9, 
lines 53-£5) 

The Applicants tcspcctfiilly disagreed. Noting tliat nothing in the foregoir^ paB&ngu 
dificloBed "jtaivittj^H proffum ffnde infarmatian cttmfirisity^ a defauU transmitting network idfnttfier value 
umqmty identifying the smnce network iransmitting the first pro^am ^ds information" 7,,% recited in claim 1, and 
that the foregoing merely discloses the storage of "IPG data." 

The Applicants also pointed out that the other cited passages of the Eyer reference ate 
similarly unavailing, and in fact, teach away frnm the Applicants' invention. The Applicants* 
invention teaches determining a r^cmv^ st^tjon conSffuration, then using a default transmitting 
network transmitted as a part of tbe progroMn guide information to determine which program 
guide information is presented to the u^cr. 'Vhc Eyer reference teacher a packet attcam filter 
that discards region fipecific IPG data for regions other than the IPC region to which tl\fi DUD is 
assigned, while passing global IPG data and IPG data for the region to which the IRD is assigned: 

Tlie packet sircam demultiplexer 334 also outputs packcw of the IPG data to an IPG filter 335, which 
discards region-specific IPG data for regions other than the IPG region to which the IRD 300 is assigned, 
while paftfting IPG data for the IPG region to which tlie IRD is assigned to microprocefisot 170. Filtering is 
implemented in hai^lvwirc and is based on associated IPG region identlfyinft data which is multicast addressed 
to the IRD 300. Tlje filter 335 passes all IPG data for die gbbal programming scrvicefi, a* that data is 
broadcast-addressed, not multicasf-iiddresiied. (col. lines 47-56) 

The foregoing discloses a receiver filtering received IPG data, but not based on a de^ult 
transmitting network identifier that is received with tbe program gtiide information, as 
specified in claim 1. 

In fact Eyer teaches that the 1RX> filters the data it receives using information that is 
separately transmitted to each IRD. This information assigns the IRO to a specific CATV network 
identifier and IPG region identifier* as tiesctibed below: 

CATV maps may be recovered by corresponding IRPs according to the assigned CATV ncnvork identifier. 
The identifier may he addteased to each IKD using a unit identifier which is unique to each IRD- (col. 9, lines 
6-9) 
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Each LRD will bt assigned to a sprtrifir CATV netwoj^ gnd IPG region by unit-addrefised CATV newotk 
idcntiftcrs and IPG regton identificts, respectively. (cdL Hnca 1 8-20). 

The dyiwuntc UAM (DRAM) 340 of FIG. 3 may be lued fee bufTcnng IPG data to be filtered, for ajwunple, by 
Bmiwarc or software, according w> a cable system identifier (ID) which can be set, for exaniplc, by i message 
addressed to each specific XRD. (col 9, lines 25-28). 

Nothing above is analogous to a default ciansnutting network identifier transmitted with the 
IPG data. 

'Vhc Final Office Action atgucs; 

'•The receiver "receives" progtam guide information inchjding a "default tranamitting 
network identifier value" that idendfies the particular network in which the "ptogratn guide 
information** is associated (ex. global or local. The aforementioned **nctwotk identifier 
value" may fiirther "uniquely identify the service network transmitting the first program 
guide information" as is the case with global progcamtning/' 

In making this assertion, the Office Action relics on the following passage: 



The video display generator IQO may include a video decompression processor for processing digiml video 
data- Generally^ digital video is delivered vis the sarcUirc network, while digital and/or analog video is delivered 
via tlie CATV network. Analog programming is currently most prevalent with CATV systems. Analog signal 
processing drcuitry can be provided to process ajiaJog video sip^ials in a known mnncer. Means, nor shown, are 
aUrt requited to process the audio daLt, whether it be digital or analog, (col. 7, lines 

The Applicants do not imdcistimd hcnv the foregoing passage discloses or reasonably 
suggests receive a default network idcntifict with the program guide information, ae is recited in 
claim 1. 

With respect to claim otic*s affirmative reciurion of the step of dtUrminin^ a meivtr 
configuration^ the Office Action argues: 



'The claims do not require that the "receiver station configuration** is necessarily associated 
with a pftrticulfur embodiment of thu receiver, lather, d\e term is broadly construed as being 
any type of information that would determine what program guide information to be 
received (ex. the terminal is ^'configured to receive guide information and services from 
selected networks/providers). 
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However, this definition (which, without expressly saying so, appears to aigue that the very 
fact that a receiver station cart receive information inherently discloses the step of dstermimn^ a rtscivcr 
siatsoH conji^mttiiafi) ia ao broad as to roftd the H^tnmimng a rtetimr ^nfi^trfOkn phraee out of the ckitn. 
Even using a broadest reasonable interpretation, all of the claim terms must be given consideration 
and meaning, and Eyer simply does not disclose an affirmative step of dttirmining a receiver 
confi^tmUon. IPG data is either presented or not, based upon data it receives using information that 
i<i separately transmitted to each IRD, If Kyer affirmatively teaches determining a receiver 
configuration, the Applicants are unable to determine where such teaching is found, and how the 
Byer system uses this information. 

Finally, the Applicants note that Office Action's § 102 rejection appears to be logically 
inconsistent with it*s rejection of claim 3 under 35 U3.C. § 103. >X4iy would one akiUed in the art be 
motivated to perform the step** nf daim 3 to determine that configuration of the receiver station if 
the configuration could be implied simply by receiving the information in the first place? 

Qaims 8 and 12 also recite the features described above, and arc patentable on the same 

basis. 

5. Independent Claims 1, 8, and 12 are Patentable over the Arsenault Reference 

According to the First Office Action* the Arsenault reference discloses an embodiment 
which '"determines a receiver station configuration': such that receiver [36] dctcrminea the p«rticidar 
network group for which it is designated" as fuUawii: 

Hach object packet prtferaLly itarts with a nerwork number that signifies a broadcast group, such as 
"DIRECTVanivl. 101 degree fiervices" ox a local tciicsuial DMA such as "X-os Angeles, Calif.". An IRD is 
designed or configured to participate \x\ one or more network gtoupa, either by hardware design^ soflurare 
design or user prefetetwe. So, an iiU:) accepts object packets thai match one of the configuccd network groups 
and rejects others, (col, 8. lines 54-61) 

Of course, the foregoing teaches only that each data paclcet includes a network number, and 
diat an IRD is desigtied or configured to accept an object packet with particular network numbers. 
Hence, the receiver nmvts whut it is confis}tnd to receive, Howevcn Arsenault does not disclose, the 
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affimmtivc step of dctrnntninj^ a nmvtrsiation configuration. In fact, since the receiver is apparently 
preconfigured in accept some packets and reject others^ this icfctcncC teaches away from daUrmimng 
& r*(mr station confi^mHiM, 

The First Office Action also ^gued that the remainder of the featutos of claim 1 were recited in the 
Arsenault reference: 

"Subsequently, the etnbodinient is operable to 'receive a first program guide information at 
ihe receiver station' comprising a *dc fault transmitting network idcutificr vsUuc uniquely 
identifying the service network* or network number that associated with program guide 
object packet and 'generate'/ 'present' the 'first program guide* on the basis of a 'comparison* 
between the 'default transmitting network identifiet* and that associated with the receiver 
configuration such that the guide data presented corresponds to the particular broadcast 
pxQgrarainicg" 

According to the J'irst Office Action, these features are disclosed as follows: 



"fhe trtns^yirt 60 jeccivcs die uansport arream of digitized dato packets containing vixJeo, audio, data, 
scheduUiig iiifonnation, and other data. Tht digital packet information conhtins idendlying headers as pan of 
its ovorhoad data. UndtT control of tbe «ucro-controllcr 58, the channel demwldplexet 52 fitters our jiackeis 
thai arc nol currendy of interest, and routes the data packets that ate of interest through the decryption circuit 
64 ajid, in the case of Bome paekfita, also ilirough ifee accciis control circuits fifi, 68 to their proper downstream 
destinatioq. 'I'hc decryption circuit 64 provides decryption for the daa packets that have been encrypted- Tlie 
access control dccuits 66, 68 provide access control by any conventional means. For example, accew control 
may be achieved by requiring a data packet to have a proper autborizabon code in order to he passed to the 
decryptoe 64 and/or video decoder 78. Th£ access card reader 6ft can interface wiiti an access card (not shown) 
that will receive the packet authozizaiion code, detetmiiic its vaUdity, and generate a code that confirms to the 
transport 60 that the subject data packet is authorized, 

'iTic authorized data of intetcat» which now consists of the payload poniops of the received data packets, are 
forwarded to decoder DRAM 74- for bufftring and may optionaUy be intermcdiatdy sroted in syaiem RAM 70. 
The audio/video decoder It decodes th£ payloads stored in DRAM 74, as needed. Tie requested dau is 
routed from the RAM 70 through the iianspon 60 to the audio/ video decoder 72. At that time, tiie data i» 
routed to the video decoder 7fi (which includes display gcncntring ciniuilyy) ftrtd d*e NTSC (or other) cncod«T 
64. 'llic video decoder 78 reads in the compressed vidcr* data from die DRAM 74, parses it, creates quantized 
frequency domain coeC&cicnt;), then performs an invcrac quaatizotion, inverse discrete cftwna tfaoafotm (DCl^ 
aiid motion compensation. At this point, an image has been roconsmictcd in the spatial domain. Hiis image is 
dicn stored in n frame buffer in the DRAM 74. At a inter rime, the image is read out of die frame buffer m 
DRAM 74 and passed through the display circuitry to the encoder 82. The display dicuitiy (located in tJ\e 
vid«o decoder 78) generates the (>raphics that allow text such as the electronic program guide data to be 
diBplayed. Hie encoder 78 convcttb the digital videft signals to wialog according to the NTSC standard or to 
other desired output protocols (cr., ATiiC), thereby utlowtng vidao to be f acoivad by a convenjiftnal television 
38 or orhct video output device (HG. 3), 
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Dlustrated in FIG. 3 is an *xampte of an electronic program guide Typically, dvannels 100 are Usred in, cg^ 
numeric order verucaDy, and, rimes 102 ate listed in chronological order htir«ft>nially. The grid boxes 104 in the 
body of the ptogwm guide are preferably flUcd with text and/or graphics representing television shows and/oz 
other progtammitJg aviulsible ar the afisodaied nmc on the associated channel, (col 6. lines 1-53) 

The Applicants travetsc4 because nothing in the fotgoing passage leaches the stu^ of 
"gtHfrating afirstprO'^amguidt jn^ t^t first program guidt infirmafian and pr&SBniing the first prt^tam^dt^ 
according to a comparison hetwectt the detcrmimd mewing station cotfigitratiofi and the dijautt tmnsmittinz network 
identifier" 

The Final Office Action explained fiarthen 

"As to a pamcular limitation/step of 'generating a first program guide from the first 
ptogtam gviide infotmation* , as previoucly set forth, it it; the oxfttninet'c iaterpretation that 
the reference teaches a method for *gencrftting a first program guide from the first program 
gvude information and presenting the first program guide" as illustrated in Figure 3 on the 
basis of a 'comparison between ie receiving $tadon configuration* (ex. what network group 
the receiver configured to received) with the 'default transmitting network identifier' 
aijuocifltiid with the received program information (Col 8, Line 54 - Col 0. line Z^). Namely, 
the receiver is configured to filter dii^tribuced program data and subsequently presea^t a 
program guide on the basis of a comparison or filtering pt:cx:csfl between the receiver 
configuration and the particularly received data." 

In making this assertion^ the Final Office Action relies on the following text: 
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Each ob)«t piickct prcfcmbly stnxts with 3 nciwo^t number th»t signiGctt « brmdcast givup* such as 
"DIRECTV-RTM. 101 degree services" or a local terrestrial DMA such as "T^os Angeles. Calif.". An IKD is 
designed or conGgurcd to [tATnci|iatc in one or more oetwoxk groups, either by hardware design, sofVwarB 
dcaifin or user preference. So, an IRD accepts object packets that match one of the configured network groups 
and rcjccca odicra. 

An IRD desires program guide coverage of a particular time wmdow cither by hardware design, software 
dengn, or user preference. For example, an IRD may only have enough RAM to support a one week guide or 
tha XRD S/W may only duppoTt a on© wwk guide regardless of the amount of physical RAM present^ or the 
user might specify iniereat in only a one week guide regardless of the IRD's nanvc capabilities. After the time 
coverage dvuirft iti dBTccmined, one or moro corouaeU oveday ih« d^aired timtt window tin J the IRD ottcmpta to 
acquire those carousela and not any other carnusds. 

Each object packet preferably starts with a number identifying a network (e.g., ESPN), and a carousel mask. 
Preferably, each network is divided into the same number of carousels with the same time coverage divisions. 
Further, each carousel is preferably assigned a bit flag in the carousel mask. For example. 2.sup.0 for lijwe from 
0 tu 6 hauzs, 2.sup.l fiar time Beam 6 to 24 hnurSj 2.cup.2 for time £xom 24 to 72 hoitrft. and 2.cup.3 for time 
from 72 to 168 hours. An IRD acta a local hit mask fl<g(&) corresponding to the carou3el(s) it require*, and 
performii a logical operariofi using the local hit mack and «u:h irtcftming Caruusol mask to determine which 
objects to save. For example, if an IRD requires carousels 0, 1, and 2, it wouW set the 2.sup.0 bit. Zsup.t bit. 
and the 2,iiup,2 bit. The IRD could acquire die three camufielfi in series by sequencing through the bits; the 
IRD could acquire the three carousels in parallel by setting all there bits two at a time; or die IRD could 
perform some combination of serial and parallel as resources dictated (e.g.. set n bits at a time, is^ere n>2, 
liecnusc that's as fast as it can handle storing the objects), (col. 8, line 54 - col. 9 line 23) 

Fiist, the "network numbet*' iii the Arscnault appears to refer to the network transmitting 
the programs, not the program guide injormation described in claim 1. As is apparent from reading die 
Applicants' specification, die two atrc not die same. In fact, as described below the Applicants 
invenuon is designed to solve the problems inherent with the Atsenault references. 



Tn recent years, there has been an increasing demand for video distribution systems to provide more 
program cbaimdt. In digital fiateOite fiyfitems, this may be accomplished in many ways. One way of increasing 
the number of available channels Is to increaiie the compression or decrease the error correction provided in 
the broadcast signal of existing satellites. Anodier way of increaeing the number of available channels is to 
ijicrease die bandwidth of the downlink from the satellite to the subscriheos' receivers- Unfortunately, this 
technique is difficult to accomplish with cxisdng (legacy) satellites and in a way that is compatible with existing 
(legacy) receivers. 

As a result, video distribution systemt; have evolved to include additional satellites to broadcast 
additional piogiam mateiial to subscribers. TypkaUy. satellites broadcasting these enhanced services arc 
deployed in gcosynchroi%ous orbits in orbital kicati(>ns proximate to those of the legacy satellites. This allows a 
single antenna tn receive signals from both satellites with Utile or no phyidcal scanning. 

Electxonic program guide i; for television programming arc known in the art. Such program guides 
typically include a viewer chajmel number that identifies the stream of television contenr offered by a content 
provider and a dcsctipiion of each media program aasodated wida the channel number- Program guide 
tftfocroftdoQ 13 typically transmitted along with the television c ommi t, vid typically also indud" icbedule 
information for display on users' televisions. Tlie schedule infoimadon informs users vt^t television programs 

lire c:ucTendy on, and what tclcvuion progrsni* will be shown in the near futuru. 
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Providing oUctromc program guidci for the odtlititmia viewer chsnuda carried by the multiple satdUte 
videtJ cjistritufion systum has become problematic. Typically, each satBlUte used in such sy sterna tninamita 
peogrtu)) guide information docribing only dtooa viewer chiwn«b carried by die suteUite, and do «o at teg«L-ir 
and frctjucni kiietvaU (e.g. every 5 second*). This allows a new subscriber to receive program guide 
iiifnrmahon for the sAtttlHte thoy Qto tvu)«d to wtlJun a ch^Tt period of time aftox ootting up and actavnling thv 
receiver station. However this has its disadvantages. Most notably, in muIriplc-satclHtc video distribution 
syatemt, when die subscriber requests program gmde information regarding a viewer channel broadest by a 
different satellite than the currently tuned viewer channel, the subscriber can experience a delay of several 
seconds befbce the program guide inf^nnatian i& displaytKl. 

For example, die system disclosed in U.S. Parent Nos, 5,550^76 and 5,923^62, which are hereby 
incorporated by referenct! hminn, discloie a syi tern wh^r^in a coordinator qt the subsciibw location coUacts 
program guide information from a number of sources and sorts and merges the pragiam guide information 
into a tingle guide. However rht£ tulutii:in rtii^uirss muhipU tunerc to simulfaneoiwly receivo program guide 
informadon from two separate satellites or the above-described delay will result when switching from one 
program source to another. 

It i& possible to simply nrpcat the program guide information from all saicUitos on one channel Such 
a system is described in U.S. Patent No. 6,072.9ft3, which is hereby incorporated by reference herein. 
However, the system described in die '983 patent either requires additional downlink bandwidUi or must 
extend the period of time between program guide updates. It also may presents program guide information 
about viewer channels which should not be received by subscribers with legacy receivers. For such subscribers, 
. the numerous additional viewer channels can become a nuisance, since they take up space on the program 
guide presented to the subscriber and serve no useful purpose. (Specification^ page 2, Kne 6 - page 3, Hne 22) 

The foregoing passage of the Arsenault reference refers to IRDs that are desigiaed to receive signals 
according to a network number and ignores all of the rest. 'Vhe remainder of the passage refers only 
to program guide dtaign as it refers to coverage within a time window. Nothing fairly ceacbe.<i 
dctemuning a receiver configuration, receiving program guide information having a default 
transmitting network identifier \miquely identifying the service network transmitting the first 
program guide information, nor generating the first program guide accortiing to a comparison 
between the determined receiver station configuration and the default transmitdng network 
identifier. In patttculor, a d^/av/f tmnsviitiin^ n§im>rh idfniifitr (as cUstang^utuhud from a Httnsmittin^ 
network identifier dt^nhcd in claim 6) is not disclosed 

B. The Dependent Claims Are Patentable Over The Prior An 

1 . Dependent Claims 2-7, 9-1 1 , and 1 3-1 8 are Patentable 
With Reftpert to Claims 2, 9, and 1^ : Claim 2 recites: 

The method of Claim /, wherein the step of determining the receiving station confi^fration comprises 
the steps of: 

presenting a plurality of configfirations to the subscriber; 

(tfctptinjt^ ft sekvtion of eonfi^mtions from among the pltmt/ity ofprzssnicd confifffraHtms; and 
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deiefmining ibe nceimng station configuration acwrdtng to the s^if erect (onfifftrmion. 

The Fiist Office Action acknowledges that the foregoing features ate not faitly caught by the 
Eyer reference^ but indicates diat they axe taught by Eyet in view of Bennington. According to the 
Office Action, Eycr discloses that discarded IPG data may correspond to prograimning services that 
are unavailable to the IRD due to operator preference ^*wbenifi the partimiar *^aimng station 
conft^aHon" is "determined" on rite tiasis of ri>ar conjigumrion** as follows: 

Thfi diftcatded IPC data tcxAj cor re«pond to prngramming aerviccs which an not avulahle to tho IRD, tat 
example dwc to operator preference or limited dwuMiel capacity, (col. 9, tin** 29-32) 

Trickle3Iulticast 16_Addrtfifi_Basc=<HcJc Intcger>;/* eg.-, 0x8800*/ 

An IPG region is a collection, for the purpose of IPG dchvcry, of piogiam sources shared by one or more 
chnimel line-ups. The IPG data fox the sources m a given region unll he pre-Iuiked into oaa data block huodls 
and delivered to the i;ablc sysrem(s) in the assigned teg^n only. 

An IPGT configuration panimerer is defined below for this purpose. Note that only the regional 
sources, those togged widi a F^VLSH National flag in the Source.Channel^ap, will be included in the 
RegionaLMap, -awCl that a binglc tu|ponal source may belong to multiple regions. The following syntax may be 
used. {col. Ifi. line 66 - col. 17, Hnt 14) 

Apparently arguing that the foregoing teaches dctA^ntuning a receiver station configuration, 
the Office Action then argues that the motivation for doing so l<i to provide a means by which a user 
may subscribe to premium setviccs on an impulse or on-demand basis: 

Tliete also a need for an electronic guide system providinfj the user with comprehensive mformarion about 
pay-per-view events, premium services or other packaged progcanuuing to which the user does not ordinarily 
subscribe, and which avoid* tlie user witli tlie capability to auromarically purchase siKh programming on 
dcm'dnU ur impulse. (coL 3, linos 53-67) 

While the foregoing excerpt of the Kyec reference may disclose that the disclosed IPG data 
may correspond to progtamming services that are unavailable to the IRD, and an "IPGT 
configuration," nothing discloses any notion of a "receiver station configuration" (an IPGT is an 
"IPG translator"^ and is not analogous to a "receiving station"). Indeed, as described earlier, the 
Eyer reference does not rely on a determination of a *'reccivitig station configuration** to determine 
which data to present to the user ... it uses the IPG region instead (see col 8, lines 52-56). h'urthcr, 
the motivadnn cited by the Office Action ("providing a means by which a user may advantageously 
BubBcribe to premium services on aa impiJfle or on-d^trmnd bflais") doa^ not tcech differtjnt ayatem 
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configuratioas. Premiuro services can be (ani! ate) typically provided by request, not by selecting or 
changing a receiver station configuraiian- For nil of these reasons, the rejection of claim 2 is 
reepoctfuUy trftvetsed. 

Claimf; 9 and 13 recite the features of claim 2 and arc patentable on the same basis. 

With Respect to Clmtn .V 7. 10. 14. and 18r Claims 3. 7, 10, 14, and 18 redtc the features of 
claims 1, 8, and 12, respectively, and are patentable an the same basis. Claims 3, 7, tO, 14, and 18 
also recite additional features rendering them even more remote from the Eyer reference. For 
example, with respect to daim 3, while dae Office Action acknowledges that the Eyer reference does 
not disclose "determining a numlicr of converters and determining the receiver station configuration 
according to the number of converters," but argues that it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to "dctcrmiitc the number of converters in a configutation auch thftt as 
employed by Eyer for the purpose of determining which program services (ex. channels) are capable 
of being supported by the TRD. For example, m\ embodiment with a single converter may only be 
operable of [sic] receiving /supporting a first set of channels." 

As described above with respect to claim 1 , Kyet does not disclose determining a 
"configuration" at all, merely it*s location in a region. Further, the Byer system determines which 
programs to present by use of the II*G region identifying data multicast addressed to the IRl^ (see 
coL 8, lines 52-56), there is no motivation whatsoever for the IRD to determine it's configuration. 
Accordingly, the rejection of claim 3 is respectfully traversed. 

Claims 10 and 14 recite features analogous to thoao of claim 3 and are patentable on the 
same basis. 

With Heaper r ThiT^ ^-^ 1 ■ 'i^-'i'f' Claims 4-6, 8. and 15-17 recite the feamres of 
claims 1. 8, and 15-17, respectively, and are patentable on the same basis. Claims 4-6, 8, and 15-17 
also recite features rendering them even mote remote from the dted references. For example. Claim 
4 recites: 

TAr mthod of ClattJi t, wherein tbs step of determining a receiving sSation conjiguratiorj comprises 
the steps of: 

receiving a message from the hriutdcasting system indicating the receiving station confi^ration. 
According to the Office Actions, this feature is disclosed in tho Eyet reference as foUows: 

-20- 



PAGE 22/23 * RCVD AT mu 6:09:45 PM [Eastern DayRgM rone] ' SVR:USPTO{^^ 



SEP-2B-04 -15:18 . Fron: HUGHES LEGAL 0£PT 3109640941 T-930 P. 23/23 Job-245 



Hie dynamic RAM (DRAM) 340 of FIG. 3 may be used for buffering IPG daia lo bo filicxcd. foi 
example, in finnwarc or softwate. accotding to a cable system idenlifter QD) which can be sct» for example^ by 
a message addres&cd ro each ipcciGc IHU. (coL 9, linca 23-28) 

Rjegion assignments can be made a: the dme of ihc imrallabon of the IRD. ear later updated, for 
example, uaing a smart card which is mailed to each user. (col. 22^ linea 24-26). 

The fotcgrnng passages define two items, a cable system identifiet, and a tegioo as&igmnent. 
Although the Office Actian indicates that bodi of tht!sc items ate analogous to a message indicating 
a receiving fitation configuration, plainly* this cannot be the case, as they ate different items. In fact, 
neidier of these data items i& analogous to a system configuration. The "cable system identifier" 
plainly is not» and the "region assigiuneni*' is not either. Consider, for example, tlie case where a 
particular system is moved from one region to another. The region assignment would presumably 
change, but the configuration would not The analysis of claims 1 1 and 15 is analogous. 



VI. CONCLUSION 

In viiiw of the above, it is submitted that this application is now in good otder for allowance 
and such allowance is respectftilly solicited Should the Examiner believe minor matters still remain 
that can be resolved in a telephone intxsrview, the Examiner is urged to call Applicants* undersigned 
attorney. 

Respectfully submitted. 



THE DIRECTV GROUP, INC 

R6/an/109 

P. O. Box 956 

2250 E. Imperial Highway 

El Segundo, CA 90245 

Tel. No. (310) 964-4615 

Date: September 28. 2004 
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